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IMPROVKMliNT OF KBNTEO PliEMlSKS. 

Tin; liiyiin; of r.ondiiils nml wirea in pr^misfts oeotipieil by tlje Uiiifed 
•Stiit.on miller n. leasn I'roni t.lio owner is uii iiuprovountut of tbo proiu-
iseti, iiud niileSB provisinn 1i;i5.)>eeu uinile in tbe Iftiiso for the iDakiiit; 
ofniicbnii iinprovisiiiP.nt liy tbe Utiittid Stiitcs UH a coiit^iileratiun in 
whole or iu part for tbe use tLer(;of, }i:iyinont uf tliu cost of audi an 
impriivnnient is not antliorized. 

{Acthuj Comptroller Mitchell to the Secretarii of lYar, June .1.1. 
J.900.} 

l\i your coiiiniuuiLatioii of the 8tb instant yon lefjiiest my 
decision of the following question: 

'• [ have the honor to state that requisition lias been made 
upon the War Department by Gen. J. L'. Sanger, on dnty as 
directOL'bC the Onban census, for the layiug of a condnit and 
wires in the premises No. 1.714 (T street NVV,, this city, 
rented and oneupied by the War i">epartment (or office pur
poses, for the running of electric fans. 



9 4 4 DECISIONS OF THE COMPTROLLElt. 

'*T be^ to request your opinion upon the question whether 
tlio expense involved in laying the necessary condnit and wires 
in this building can be met from the appropriation for eontin-
i '̂ent expen.ses, War Department." 

If the condnit and wires the J;vyi)ig of which is eouteni-
plate<l were for gcjieral use in connection with the occupiitiey 
by rhe^A'•ar Department of the building referred to, and sneh 
an expenditure were authorized, I think paynn^.nt of the cost 
thereof could beijroperly made from the appropriation named. 
Hut T infer from your atatemiMit that they are designed for the 
use of the director of the Cuban census, jit the perlbrmance 
of his duties as direct<ir. If such is the fact, I doubt if the 
appropriittiim refei-red to is applicaLdc to an expenditure for 
that purpose. 

But there is a Further objection to the expenditure in con-
ten^plation. I t appears that the premisej in which it is pro
posed to lay the condnit and wires are not the property of 
the Oiiited States, but arc occupied under a lease from the 
owner. The laying of the conduit and wires in such premises 
would lie iu the nature of an improvement thereof, and unless 
pro\'ision has been made in the lease of the premises for the 
making of such improvement by tbe United States •̂ s a con
sideration iu whole or iu part for the use thereof, the payment 
of the cost of such improvement is not authorized. Such an 
expenditure would inure to the benefit of the owners of the 
l>remises, and to that extent would be a gratuity. (0 Conip. 
Dee., 146.) 

I have the honor, therefore, to reply to your queafciou in tho 
uegative. 


